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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to communications: Amendment, filed on 5/10/06. 
Claims 1-43, and 72-74 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 25, 29, 37, and 74 are 
independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current U.S. 
practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign document and are 
replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. 

As per claim 72, recites" when different types of places visited by a same application are 
added to the sequence of places, and wherein types of places that can be added, if visited also 
includes different user activiatable commands of the application and different documents opend 
by the application." This limitation has grammatical errors. 

The examiner interprets the claims to be "wherein different types of documents visited by 
a same application are added to the sequence of places, and wherein types of places that can be 
added, if visited, also includes different user-activatable commands of the application and 
different documents opened by the application." 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 72 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

Prior art either alone or in combination doesn't show or teach "wherein different types of 
documents visited by a same application are added to the sequence of places, and wherein types 
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of places that can be added, if visited, also includes different user-activatable commands of the 
application and different documents opened by the application." in combination with other 
features. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 8-43, and 74 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Swartz et al. (US 2003/0028368) in view of Friedman et al. US 6,167,455. 

As per claim 1, Swartz et al. teaches in a computer system having graphical user interface 
and a user interface selection device, a method of providing the user interface for selection 
therefrom, comprising: 

maintaining information about a sequence of places visited on the computer system by a 
user, the sequence including places visited by a plurality of different applications; (See Swartz: 
paragraph 0072; Examiner interprets chronological order to be a sequence of places visited) 

while displaying a first appHcation of the plurality, (See Swartz et al: paragraph 0002, 
Examiner interprets the operating system to be the first application of the plurality. Snapshot 
Navigator Menu is inherently a part of a display of the operating system) providing a first 
selection mechanism associated with the sequence of places; (See Swartz et al: figure 3, item 
303, paragraph 0029, paragraph 0037; Examiner interprets the Snapshot navigator menu to be a 
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first selection mechanism, and retrieve sequence as a chronological order and the sequence 
according to the order in which they are visited) 

in response to a user-input signal indicative of a selection of first selection mechanism, 
navigating to a place in the sequence that is in a second application of the pluraUty.(See Swartz 
paragraph 0040; Examiner interprets selecting of subsequent application by using a mouse to be 
a navigating to a place in the sequence that is in a second application of the plurality. 

However, Swartz fails to teach automatically tracking and adding to the sequence when 
the user visits the places, where the maintaining is performed such that multiple places visited 
using a same application can exist in the sequence, and where the places in the sequence are 
order according to the order in which they are visited. 

Friedman teaches automatically tracking the sequence of the places visited by the user, 
where the maintaining is performed such that multiple places visited using a same application 
can exist in the sequence, and where the places in the sequence are order according to the order 
in which they are visited, (column 4, lines 1 -column 5, lines 7, and column 1, lines 10-20) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Friedman's teaching with method of Swartz in order to provide a mechanism by which the user 
can perform an action, and undo that action if the result is dissatisfactory or redo the action. 
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As per claim 2, Swartz and Friedman teach the method of claim 1 . Swartz further teaches 
wherein navigating to a place comprises navigating to a previous place in the sequence. (See 
Swartz paragraph 0040) 

As per claim 8, Swart and Friedman teach the method of claim 7. Swart teaches wherein 
displaying the representation of the information comprises displaying a recent places page 
comprising, for each of the places, a place link associated with the place. (See Swartz paragraphs 
0032-0035) 

As per claim 9, Swart and Friedman teach the method of claim 8. Swart teaches the 
method further comprising: 

in response to a signal indicative of a selection of n of the place links, navigating to the 
place associated with the one place link. (See Swartz paragraphs 0032-0035) 

As per claim 10, Swart and Friedman teach the method of claim 1 . Swart teaches a 
method further comprising: 

maintaining information about applications that have been displayed on the computer 
system; and (See Swartz paragraphs 0032-0035) 

displaying for each of the applications, according to a information about applications, a 
representation of the application. (See Swartz paragraphs 0030; Examiner interprets the 
thumbnails to be a representation of the application) 

As per claim 1 1 , Swart and Friedman teach the method of claim 10. Swart teaches a 
method further comprising: 
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in response to a signal indicative of a selection of one of the representations, taking action 
with respect to the application associated with the representation. (See Swartz paragraphs 0032- 
0035) 

As per claim 12, Swart and Friedman teach the method of claim 10. Swart teaches 
wherein each of the representations for each of the applications comprises a representation of a 
place most recently visited by the application. (See Swartz: paragraph 0072; Examiner 
interprets chronological order to be a representation of the most recently visited the applications) 

As per claim 13, Swart and Friedman teach the method of claim 12. Swart teaches 
further comprising: 

in response to a signal indicative of a selection of a representation of a most recently 
visited place, displaying the most recently visited place in the respective application. (See 
Swartz: paragraph 0072) 

As per claim 14, Swart and Friedman teach the method of claim 10. Swart further 
teaches comprising: 

in response to a signal indicative of a first selection of one of the representations 
displaying the application associated with the representation; (See Swartz paragraphs 0032-0035) 
and 

in response to a signal indicative of a second selection of one of the representations, 
displaying places that have been displayed in the application. (See Swartz paragraph 0040) 
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As per claim 15, Swart and Friedman teach the method of claim 14, Swart further teaches 
wherein the second selection comprises providing a menu that displays places that have been 
displayed in the application. (See Swartz et al: figure 3, item 303, paragraph 0029) 

As per claim 16, which is dependent on claim 14, it is of the same scopes claim 12. Supra 

As per claim 17, Swart and Friedman teach the method of claim 1 . Swart further teaches 
the method comprising: 

maintaining information about each of the places, a information including a reference to 
page code used to implement the place, (figure 3, item "# slides: 4", Examiner interprets Slides 
# to be page code) 

As per claim 18, Swart and Friedman teach the method of claim 1 . Swart further teaches 
method wherein the information about each of the places includes a reference to data that is 
combined with the page code to display the place, (figure 3, item "# slides: 4", Examiner 
interprets Slides # to be page code) 

As per claim 19, Swart and Friedman teach the method of claim 18. Swart further 
teaches method wherein the information about each of the places includes view state information 
for the place, (figure 3 , item "1/28/98 4:58pm") 

As per claim 20, Swart and Friedman teach the method of claim 1 . Swart further teaches 
the method is a computer-readable medium having computer-executable instructions. (See Swart 
paragraph 0005-0009) 

As per claim 2 1 , Swart and Friedman teach the method of claim 1 . Swart further teaches 
wherein in the second application includes display information associated therewith, and further 
comprising overriding the display information so as to display the place in the second application 
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in accordance with drawing functions provided by the user interface. (See Swartz paragraphs 
0032-0035) 

As per claim 22, Swart and Friedman teach the method of claim 21, wherein overriding 
comprises suppressing the display information. (See Swartz paragraphs 0032-0035) 

As per claim 23, Swart and Friedman teach the method of claim 21, w rein overriding 
comprises rerouting the display information to the drawing functions of the shell component. 
(See Swartz paragraph 0043; It is inherent when the focus is changed the interface is redrawn 
with the shell component) 



As per claim 24, Swart and Friedman teach the method of claim 1, wherein the first 
application is displayed in a first application window, and wherein navigating to the place in the 
second application comprises displaying the place in a second application window that is not the 
same as the first application window, (figure 3, item 305) 

As per claim 25, it is rejected with the same rationale as claim 1 . Supra 

As per claim 26, which is dependent on claim 25, it is of the same scope as claim 8. 

Supra 

As per claim 27, which is dependent on claim 25, it is of the same scope as claim 9. 

Supra 

As per claim 28, which is dependent on claim 25, it is of the same scope as claim 20. 

Supra 



Application/Control Number: 09/502,970 Page 9 

Art Unit; 2174 

As per claim 29, Swart and Friedman teach in a computer system having a graphical user 
interface and a user interface selection device, a method of providing the user interface for 
selection therefrom, comprising: 

maintaining information about applications configured to run on the computer system; 
(See Swartz: paragraph 0072; Examiner interprets chronological order to be a sequence of 
places visited) 

displaying for each of the applications, according to the information about applications, a 
representation corresponding to the application, (See Swartz et al: figure 3, item 303, paragraph 
0029; Examiner interprets the Snapshot navigator menu to be a first selection mechanism) such 
that the representation is displayed as part of at least one of the applications and in response to a 
signal indicative of a selection of one of the representations, (See Swartz et al: paragraph 0002, 
The operating system is a application. Snapshot Navigator Menu is inherently a part of a display 
of the operating system) displaying places that have been visited by the application. (See Swartz 
paragraphs 0032-0035) 

As per claim 30-31, which is dependent on claim 29, it is of the same scope as claim 12- 
13 respectively. Supra 

As per claim 32, Swartz and Friedman teach the method of claim 29. Swartz further 
teaches wherein displaying places that have been visited by the application comprises opening a 
menu that displays places that have been displayed in the application. (See Swartz paragraphs 
0035) 
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As per claim 33, which is dependent on claim 29, it is of the same scope as claim 16. 

Supra 

As per claim 34, Swartz and Friedman teach the method of claim 29. Swartz further 
teaches the representations of the applications are displayed on a selection bar. (See Swartz 
figure 3, item 301) 

As per claim 35, which is dependent on claim 29, it is of the same scope as claim 12: 

Supra 

As per claim 36, which is dependent on claim 29, it is of the same scope as claim 20. 

Supra 

As per claim 37, Swartz and Friedman teach in a computer system, a method of 
navigating between places that have been visited by the computer system, comprising: 
maintaining information about a place, the information on including: 
a reference to first executable code for displaying the place; (See Swart paragraph 0005- 
0009)and 

a reference to a data object that is bound with the executable code to display the place; 

(See Swartz paragraphs 0032-0035) 

altering the data object in a second executable code as to form an altered data object; and 
in response to a request for the place, binding the altered data object and the first 

application (See Swartz paragraph 0043) 

executable code and displaying an altered place. (See Swartz paragraph 0043) 

As per claim 38, which is dependent on claim 37, it is of the same scope as claim 19. 

Supra 
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As per claim 39, Swartz and Friedman teach the method of claim 37. Swartz further 
teaches where in the altered data object includes state information, and wherein the altered place 
is displayed according to the state information. (See Swartz paragraph 0043) 

As per claim 40, Swartz and Friedman teach the method of claim 37. Swartz further 
teaches wherein the altered place is displayed according to a view state registry. (See Swartz 
paragraph 0043) 

As per claim 41, which is dependent on claim 37. it is of the same scope as claim 20. 

Supra 

As per claim 42, Swartz and Friedman teach the method of claim 37. Swartz further 
teaches wherein the reference to the data object comprises a moniker. (See Swartz paragraph 
0030; Examiner interprets filename to be a moniker) 

As per claim 43, which is dependent on claim 37, it is of the same scope as claim 20. 

Supra 

As per claim 74, it is of the same scope as claim 1 . Supra. 

Claim 3-7 and 73 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Swartz 
(US 2001/0028368) in view of Friedman et al. US 6,167,455 further in view Aragon (US 
6,055,327). 

As per claim 3, Swartz and Friedman teach the method of claim 2. However, he fails to 
teach where in the first selection mechanism comprises a back button. 

Aragon teaches using a back button to navigate through a list documents. (See Aragon 
col. 16, lines 30-45) 
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It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Aragon's 
teaching with method of Swartz and Friedman in order to allow user to navigate the documents 
without using a mouse. 

As per claim 4, Swartz teaches the method of claim 2. However, he fails teaches 
furthermore comprising: displaying, along with the display of the first application, a second 
selection mechanism associated with the sequence of places according to the information, the 
selection of which navigates to the next place in the sequence of places. 

Aragon teaches using a back button and a forward button to navigate through a list 
documents. (See Aragon: col. 16, lines 30-45) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Aragon' s 
teaching with method of Swartz and Friedman in order to allow user to navigate the documents 
without using a mouse. 

As per claim 5, Swartz and Friedman and Aragon teach the method of claim 3. Aragon 
further teaches wherein the second selection mechanism comprises a forward button. (See 
Aragon: col. 16, lines 30-45) 

As per claim 6, Swartz and Friedman and Aragon teach the method of claim 5. Aragon 
further teaches when in the first selection mechanism comprises a back button. (See Aragon: 
col. 16, lines 30-45) 

As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 1, it is of the same scope as claim 4. Supra 
As per claim 73, which is dependent on claim 1, it is o the same scope as the combination 
of claims 3 and 5. Supra. 
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Response to Argument 
Applicant's arguments filed on 9/1/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant's argument focused on the following: 

Swartz and Friedman fail to teach automatically tracking and adding to the sequence 
when the user visits the places, where the maintaining is performed such that multiple places 
visited using a same application can exist in the sequence, and where the places in the sequence 
are order according to the order in which they are visited. 

Examiner disagrees. Although neither Swartz nor Friedman teaches this limitation, the 
combination of the two references teaches this limitation. Swartz keeps tracked of the 
application and documents visited by user upon user's input. (See Swartz et al: paragraph 0002, 
Examiner interprets the operating system to be the first application of the plurality. Snapshot 
Navigator Menu is inherently a part of a display of the operating system) While Friedman, 
teaches automatically keeps track of all the command enter by user without user input, (column 
4, lines 1 -column 5, lines 7, and column 1, lines 10-20) Therefore, by combining the two 
reference, the result would be a operations system that automatically keeps track of all the 
commands and inputs enter by the user, which include all the places visited by the user. 
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supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
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